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ABSTRACT 



Terrorist bombings of public buildings, attacks on public 
officials, hijackings and assassinations of political leaders are 
not new phenomena in Middle East politics. In recent history, 
incidents initiated by the Palestine Liberation Organization and 
its various components have captured headlines around the world. 
As recently as World War II, however, another terrorist war was 
fought over the same territory and for the same purposes — the 
creation of a Palestinian state. This time, though, the ter- 
rorists were Jewish. This paper looks at the activities of the 
Jewish "terror" organizations in their quest for a Jewish state. 
Through three chronological, more or less parallel tracks, the 
paper will deal with the formation of the military and para- 
military groups, their organization, leadership philosophy and 
actions which eventually forced Great Britain to yield to Zionist 
demands for a Jewish state in Palestine. 
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CHAPTER 1 



INTRODUCTION 



Terrorist bombings of public buildings, attacks on public 
officials, hijackings and assassinations of political leaders 
are not new phenomena in Middle East politics. In recent 
history, incidents initiated by the Palestine Liberation Or- 
ganization and its various components, the Popular Front for 
Liberation of Palestine, Popular Democratic Front for the Li- 
beration of Palestine, the Black September Organization, and 
now Black June, have captured headlines around the world through 
violent attacks against Israel and Zionism — attacks designed to 
gain support for an Arab Palestinian state. In its historical 
context, however, another terrorist war was fought over the 
same territory and for the same purposes — the creation of a 
Palestinian state. This time, though, the war was fought by 
Jews, for a Jewish Palestinian state and against Great Britain 
and her Arab "client" states. The significance of the Jewish 
terrorism and the philosophies behind it take on a new and more 
important influence in Middle Eastern affairs since the recent 
election of Menachem Begin, former terrorist organization leader, 
as Prime Minister of Israel. 

This paper looks at the activities of the Jewish "terror" 
organizations, Hagana (Defense) , Palmach (Commandos) , Irgun 
(National Military Organization) and Stern Gang (Freedom Fighters 
for Israel) , in their quest for a Jewish state. Through three 
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chronological, more or less parallel tracks, the paper will 
deal with the formation of these military and paramilitary groups, 
their organization, leadership, philosophy and actions which 
eventually forced Great Britain to yield to Zionist demands for 
a Jewish state in Palestine. The paper will also indicate the 
strong Zionist aims of these organi zations with the p_urp ose of 
providing some insight into the past, present and future actions 
of the new Israeli leadership. 

With a tremendous amount of hindsight, one can see that the 
Arab-Israeli war of 1948 had its beginnings in the Roman con- 
quest of the Judean state in the first century of the Christian 
era and the subsequent dispersion of the Jews throughout the 
world. The Jews of the "Diaspora,” as the scattered nation was 
called, maintained themselves as special, separate communities, 
and were outcasts in every state in which they appeared. They 
were not allowed to participate in public life and given their 
te nac ious grip on t heir unique politic al, religious, and econo- 
mic^ characteristics , were exiled at one time or another in 
almost every European state. ^ Even in a liberalized 19th cen- 
tury Europe, Jews failed to become assimilated as Poles, Russians, 
English or French, but remained Jews. And throughout the disper- 
sion the Jews never relinquished their claim on the Holy Land. 



■''Peretz, Don, The Middle East Today , 2d Ed., p. 245, 
Holt, Rhinehart and Winston, New York, 1971. 
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The most indicative of these ties to Palestine are the words 

of the closing prayer of the Passover festival, "next year in 

Jerusalem." Although Jews were resettling in Palestine as 

early as the 14th century, for the most part these people were 

apolitical; the immigrants were few and they were spiritually 
2 

motivated. While Western Europe was liberalizing itself m 
the 19th century. Eastern European and Russian "pogroms" against 
the Jewish population were driving Jewish immigrants to the United 
States and Western Europe. The widespread persecutions in the 
1880s prompted creation of Jewish social "clubs" to alleviate 
the condition of Russian and Polish Jewry. The foremost club 
in the movement was Hoveve Zion (Lovers of Zion) which advocated 
immigration to Palestine to escape Russian persecution . ^ Only a 
small number of Russian Jews managed to settle in the Holy Land. 
The first of a very few settlements was Rishon le-Zion (First in 

4 

Zion) founded in 1882. 

The modern politicization of Zionism is the result of Theodor 
Herzl, an Hungarian-born Jewish author, whose book The Jewish 
State , published in 1895, serves as the foundation for political 
Zi onism . Greatly influenced by the rampant anti-Semitism pro- 
voked by the trial of Captain Alfred Dreyfus, Herzl realized the 
impossibility of satisfactory Jewish integration into European 

2 

Asprey, Robert B., W T ar in the Shadows: The Guerilla in 
History , Vol . II, p. 768") Doubleday, New York, 197 5. 

^Peretz, p. 247. 

^ Ibid . 



life. Herzl's book made Jewry aware that persecution would be 
a way of life as long as the Jews were a nation without a state 
(Theodor Herzl did not consider Palestine as the sole location 
of this state, he suggested Argentina as well) . The Jewish State 
prompted much discussion, and, in 1897, Herzl convened the first 
World Zionist Congress in Basle, Switzerland. At this Congress 
the foundations of the World Zionist Organization were formed 
to "create for the Jewish people a home in Palestine secured by 
public law. After the Congress, Herzl wrote "... at Basle I 
founded the Jewish State. If I were to say this today, I would 
be met by universal laughter. In five years, perhaps, and cer- 

g 

tainly in fifty, everyone will see it." By the start of WWI, 
Herzl's Zionism had grown. A Jewish Colonial Trust and a Jewish 
National Fund was created to purchase land in Palestine for set- 
tlement by Jewish immigrants. 

Prior to the First World War, the actual establishment of a 
Jewish state in Palestine was a moot question. There was no 
"Palestine." The ruling Ottomans had divided the area between 
the Villayets of Beirut and Syria and the San juk of Jerusalem. 

The "Sublime Porte" would not consider a new state carved from 
its Empire although immigration to Palestine was sanctioned. 

In 1905, Russian pogroms caused the migration of young socialist 

^Ibid, p. 249. 

C 

Cohen, Israel, The Zionist Movement, p. 78, New York, 1945. 
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revolutionaries to the Holy Land. These new arrivals founded 
Hashomer (Watchmen) to protect their settlements from marauding 
bedouin warriors. ^ 

The outbreak of WWI caused the Ottomans to tighten their 
control of the area and many Zionists were persecuted and exiled 
for being subversive. Immigration to Palestine ground to a halt. 

In a series of complicated, confusing and conflicting agree- 
ments, Great Britain, in the prosecution of the war, promised 
areas under Ottoman control, especially Palestine, to Arabs, 

Jews, France and herself, thereby exacerbating the situation 
and creating a great portion of the current unrest in the area 
today : 

1. The Hussein-McMahon letters, 1915-1916 (between Sir Henry 
McMahon, British High Commissioner of Egypt and Sherif Hussein 
Ibn Ali of Mecca) , spelled out terms for Arab entrance into 
WWI as allies of Great Britain. 

2. The Sykes-Picot Agreement in the spring of 1916 divided the 
Ottomon Empire into Russian, French, British and Arab areas of 
influence or control. Originally a secret agreement, it came 
to light when the Bolsheviks took power in Russia and published 
the Czar's secret treaties. 

3. The Balfour Declaration, 1917 (a letter from Arthur James 
Lord Balfour of the British Foreign Office to Lord Rothschild) , 
agreed to British support for "the establishment in Palestine 
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Asprey , 



P- 



70. 
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of a national home for the Jewish people," provided that "it 
[was] clearly understood that nothing shall be done which may 
prejudice the civil and religious rights of existing non-Jewish 

g 

communities in Palestine." 

The Hussein-McMahon letters follow closely the Damascus 
Protocol. This document, authored in 1915 by the Arab nation- 
alist parties Al- 1 Ahd and Al-Fatat , defined the terms under 
which the Arab leaders would cooperate with Great Britain against 
the Ottoman Empire. This Protocol is quoted in full: 

"The recognition by Great Britain of the inde- 
pendence of the Arab countries lying within the 
following frontiers: 

North : The line Mersin-Adana to parallel 37° N. and 

thence along the line Birejik - Urfa-Mardin- 
Midiat - Jazirat (Ibn ’Umar) - Amadia to the 
Persian frontier; 

East : The Persian frontier down to the Persian Gulf; 

South : The Indian Ocean (with the exclusion of Aden, 

whose status was to be maintained) ; 

West: The Red Sea and the Mediterranean Sea back to 

Mersin . 

The abolition of all exceptional privileges 
granted to foreigners under the Capitulations. 

The conclusion of a defensive alliance between 
Great Britain and the future independent Arab state. 

9 

The grant of economic preference to Great Britain." 



g 

Laqueur, Walter, (ed.). The Arab-Israeli Reader , 3d Ed., 
p. 17, Bantam Books, New York, 1976. 

9 

Antonius, George, The Arab Awakening, p. 157, Putnam, New 
York, 1946. 
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The Hussein-McMahon correspondence modified these boun- 
daries as follows: 

"The districts of Mersin and Alexandretta , and 
portions of Syria lying to the west of the districts 
of Damascus, Homs, Hama and Aleppo, cannot be said to 
be purely Arab, and must on that account excepted 
from the proposed delimitation . . . 

That, subject to the modifications stated above. 

Great Britain is prepared to recognize and uphold the 
independence of the Arabs in all the regions lying 
within the frontiers proposed by the Sharif of Mecca." 

These documents, from the viewpoint of the recipients, 
promised the Holy Land to the Arabs (McMahon Letters, 1915- 
1916) , the French and British (Sykes-Picot , 1916) and to the 
Jews (Balfour Declaration, 1917) . Conflict over the "rightful 
heir" continues to this date. 

As a result of the Ottoman defeat in WWI, and agreements 
made at the San Remo Conference of 1920, Great Britain was given 
control over Palestine under a Mandate from the newly founded 
League of Nations on 24 July 1922. Article 2 of the Mandate 
specifically charges that Britain "shall be responsible for 
placing the country under such political administrative and 
economic conditions as will secure the establishment of a Jew- 
ish national home . . . and also for safeguarding the civil and 
religious rights of all inhabitants of Palestine, irregardless 
of race or religion. 



■'"^Ibid, p. 170. 
^Laqueur, p. 35. 
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As a result of numerous factors including frustration with 

British duplicity in its dealings with Sharif Hussein, Palestinian 

Arabs attacked the Jewish population which had doubled between 

the turn of the century and the end of WWI . (In 1900 there were 

40,000 Jews in Palestine; in 1917 there were between 67,000 and 
12 

85,000.) The apparent effect of the Balfour Declaration was 
to increase Jewish immigration and alienate the Arab population. 

In 1920, Arabs attacked Jews in Jerusalem. In 1921, 1929 and 
1930, Jews in Jaffa were attacked by marauding Arab gangs. 

Arabs felt betrayed by the British who did not realize the 
force of rising Arab nationalism. A significant force in itself, 
Arab nationalism had become organized in the Turkish tradition 
through secret societies such as al 'Ahd and al Fatat (both of 
which were behind the Damascus Protocol) . The Arabs took out 
their hostility on the British and their agents, the Jews. 

Jewish opinion of the mandate was that its British admini- 
stration was pro-Arab. The British, however, found themselves 
in a quandry because they couldn't defend the Jews without alie- 
nating the surrounding Arab countries. The Zionist view was that 
the agreements and statements of 1914-1917, had given the Arabs 
sovereignity over 99% of the land in the Middle East with the 

understanding that Palestine, representing about 1%, would be 

13 

set aside for the Jews. 

12 

Asprey, p. 768. 

13 

Frank, Gerold, The Deed , p. 46, Simon and Schuster, New York, 



1963 . 



British interests in the Middle East became evident to some 



Zionists authors: 

"The British wanted Eretz Israel because it 
lies at the eastern end of the Mediterranean, because 
it is the crossroads of three continents, because it 
dominates one bank of the Suez Canal, because it lies 
athwart the road to India . . . and because it is a ^ 
natural pipeline terminus for Iraqi and Persian oil." 



"British policy was ready to back a great ideal 
which would enable Britain to take control of Palestine 
without seeming to. The ideal was at hand: the Jews 

to whom the Bible had promised Palestine, were per- 
secuted and needed a home. The ideal was very appeal- 
ing. Britain would promise the Jews a Home in Palestine. 
Not Palestine as a Home, but a Home in Palestine. 

But what if too many Jews wanted to go to Pales- 
tine? ... there were always the Arabs as trouble-makers. 

Thus was the blueprint evolved: the Arabs, when 

required, would "rebel" against the "foreign invasion;" 
and the Jews would be forever a threatened minority. 

Each would have to be protected against the other — by 

British bayonets . "15 



Other authors credit the Arab violence in the 1930s as a re- 
action not only to British rule, but to the British policy of a 

1 6 

Jewish home in Palestine. Immigration in the 1930s had in- 
creased the Jewish population in Palestine significantly. 



14 

Begin, Menachem, The Revolt: Story of the Irgun , p. 30, 

Shuman, New York, 1951. 

^Ibid, p. 31. 

^Center for Research in Social Systems, Challenge and Response 
in Internal Conflict, Volume II: The Experience in Europe and the 

Middle East , p. 59, The American University, Washington, D.C., 1967. 



YEAR 



IMMIGRANTS 



1932 


9,553 


1933 


30,327 


1934 


42,359 


1935 


61,458 



(plus an additional 22,000 illegal immi- 
grants 1932-1933. Vast increase in immi- 
grants is a result of Hitler's rise to 
political power in Germany in 1933.) 1 

The wave of Arab nationalism crested in the Arab Revolt from 

1936-1939. It was an of f-again-on-again unrest directed as much 

1 8 

against the British mandate as against the Jewish population. 

The Jews felt, however, that they were on the receiving end 

of most of the violence. (This claim is not substantiated by 

British casualty figures.) 

Typically, the 1936 wave of violence began after a seemingly 

insignificant event. On April 15, 1936, a Jewish-Greek immigrant 

on the road from Nablus to Tulkarm was set upon and murdered by 

a bedouin marauder. The funeral on April 19, sparked Arab-Jewish 

riots in Tel Aviv and Jerusalem in which 16 Jews and 5 Arabs 
1 9 

were killed. David Ben-Gurion claims these riots were in- 
stituted by Hitler and Mussolini to divert attention from the 

2 0 

Italian attack on Ethiopia. Ben-Gurion also claims that 



A ^Ibid, p. 59. 

18 

Hyamson, Albert Montefiore, Palestine Under the Mandate, 
1920-1948 , p. 136, Methuen, London, 1950. 

19 

Center for Research in Social Systems, p. 67. 

20 

Ben-Gurion, David, Israel: A Personal History , p. 47, 
Funk and Wagnalls, New York, 1971. 



Neville Chamberlin used these riots to abrogate the Balfour 
21 

Declaration. Neither of these claims is substantiated. 

Samuel Katz, a Zionist journalist, says that Great Britain, 
fearing a loss of influence in Palestine, caused by the in- 
creased Jewish immigration from Hitler's Germany, instigated 
the "Arab Revolt" of 1936 and controlled its direction so as 
not to endanger the perpetuation of British rule. Katz indi- 
cates the slogan of the Arab movement during this time was 

22 

"Ad-dowlah ma 'anah," — the government is with us. This claim, 
too, is unsubstantiated. 

The riots precipitated a general strike which was called on 

April 25th by the Arab Higher Committee led by the Grand Mufti 

of Jerusalem Haj Amin al-Husseini. The strikers' demands were 

the termination of Jewish immigration; the prohibition of Arab 

land sales to Jews; and the establishment of a national represen- 

23 

tative government. Through negotiation, the strike was called 
off on October. Violence again erupted in 1937 when the Peel 
Commission, formed to investigate the causes of the 1936 riots, 
made its recommendations. 

According to the findings of the Peel Commission, Britain 
had failed in its mandate, and the mandate was impossible to 
fulfill. The underlying causes of the general strike and 



21 

22 

23 



Ibid. 

Katz, Samuel, Days of Fire , p. 8, Doubleday, 
Center for Research in Social Systems , p. 68 



New York, 



1968. 
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associated violence were the Arab desire for national indepen- 
dence, and the hatred and fear (by the Arabs) of the establish- 
ment of a Jewish National Home. Furthermore, the Commission 
stated that the three major provisions of the mandate (founda- 
tion of a Jewish National Home, safeguarding of the rights of 
the existing population, and establishment of self-government) 

were incompatible. The commission recommended the partitioning 

24 

of Palestine into a Jewish and an Arab State. 

The partition plan sparked Arab violence which continued 

into 1938. In that year, there were 5700 acts of terrorism in 

Palestine: 69 British, 92 Jewish, 486 Arab civilians and over 

25 

1000 insurgents were killed. 

By the end of 1938, violence had abated due to harsh but 

effective suppression by the British and because of British aban- 

2 6 

donment of the Peel Commission's partition plan. 

The British now shifted policy. On May 17, 1939, Britain 
published a White Paper which essentially met all the Arab 
demands : 

1. Jewish immigration was to be limited to 15,000 per year 
for the next five years, at which time it would stop altogether 
unless the Arabs agreed to further immigration. 

^Hyamson, p. 138. 

25 

Center for Research in Social Systems, p. 68. 

^Hyamson, p. 143. 



2. Purchase of land by the Jews was prohibited in some 
areas, restricted in others, and 

3. A Palestinian State was to be established within 10 
27 

years . 

Jewish violence exploded when it became apparent that 

Britain had every intention of enforcing the White Paper. 

Jewish fighters attacked the British administration throughout 

Palestine. Only the fall of France in May, 1940, aborted the 

Jewish revolt — the defeat of Hitler became paramount. Ben- 

Gurion announced the position of the Jewish Agency: 

"The Jews of Palestine happen to be the only 
community in the Middle East whose very survival is bound 
with the defeat of Hitler. We shall fight the war as if 
there were no^White Paper; and the White Paper as if there 
were no war . " 

With this brief outline of Palestine under the British man 
date, it is now appropriate to return to the period between 
WWI and WWII and delve more deeply into the creation of three 
Jewish combatant groups: Haganah, Irgun, and the Stern Gang. 



27 

Asprey, p. 769. 

2 8 

Litvinoff, Barnet, To the House of Their Fathers: A 

History of Zionism, p. 223, Praeger Press, 1965. 



CHAPTER II — HAGANAH 



The beginning of the largest Zionist fighting group, 

Haganah (Defense), dates back to 1907, when the first Jewish 
defense organization, Hashomer (Watchmen) was formed to defend 
Jewish lives and property against Arab thieves and marauders. 

The Hashomer were well-trained guards, nationally organized and 
subject to strict discipline. After WWI , Great Britain acquired 
control of Palestine from the Ottoman Empire, Hashomer disbanded 
and Haganah was established. The latter group was staffed by 
volunteers who trained sporadically and were less disciplined than 
the Hashomer. The task of Haganah was to defend Jewish settle- 
ments from Arab attacks "incited and organized by a central 
Arab political body."'*' 

Haganah evolved from the League of Nations Mandate for 

Palestine which was administered by Great Britain. Article 4 

of the League of Nations Mandate for Palestine recognized 

"...a public body for the purpose of advising and 
cooperating with the Administration of Palestine 
in such economic, social and other matters as may 
affect the establishment of the Jewish national 
home. . .and. .. to assist and take part in the develop- 
ment of the country . " 

The Mandate further states that the World Zionist Organization 

3 

"shall be recognized as such agency." Until 1929, the Zionist 

'*'Ben-Gur ion, p. 61. 

^Laqueur, p. 34. 

^Ibid. 
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Organization acted as the agency specified in the Mandate. 

The affairs of Palestine were conducted by the Zionist Execu- 
tive, an elected body of Jews from the World Zionist Organi- 
zation. After 1929, a separate Jewish Agency was created to 
facilitate Jewish immigration into Palestine; to advance Hebrew 
language and Hebrew culture? to purchase land in Palestine for 
the Jewish people, through the Jewish National Fund; to develop 
agriculture and settlement on the basis of Jewish labor; and to 

fulfill Jewish religious needs in Palestine without infringing 

4 

on individual freedom of conscience. The President of the 
World Zionist Organization was the President of the Jewish Agency. 

Although the Haganah had no legal status and was not recog- 
nized by the British mandatory authority, it was tolerated by 
the British because its "aims were defensive. Substantial 
control was exercised over the group by the Jewish Agency. The 
Haganah, therefore, reflected the views of the World Zionist v 
Organization and Jewish Agency leadership — Chaim Weizmann and 
David Ben-Gurion. They believed in a painstaking construction 
of the Jewish state on a step-by-step, immigrant-byimmigrant 
basis. ^ The theory was to build a permanent community under the 
auspices of the Mandate. The last thing the Jewish leadership 
wanted or needed was uncontrolled violence on the part of the 

4 

Levine, Evyatar and Shimoni, Yaacov (eds.). Political 
Dictionary of the Middle East in the 20th Century , p. 207, The 
Jerusalem Publishing Co., Ltd., Jerusalem, Israel, 1974. 

^Center for Research in Social Systems, op cit, p. 71. 

^Begin, p. 47. 



Jewish community, the Yishuv. Such an occurrence would demon- 
strate to the British mandatory authority and the world as a 
whole that the Jewish people were incapable of governing them- 
selves in their own homeland, and that the Jews constituted a 
threat to the Arab population in Palestine. 

Haganah was directed by the National Command, which was 
comprised of equal representation of the Histadruth and Citi- 
zens' Union parties. The National Command did not, however, 
always exercise effective control over individual units. ^ The 
Jewish Agency and the Haganah preached the doctrine of self- 
restraint or havlagah which allowed for defense of the Jewish 
community in the face of Arab attacks, but did not allow for 
retaliation for the violence. After the Arab violence of 1920 
and 1921, some members of Haganah and WZO felt the official 
Zionist policy of havlagah was not appropriate. 

An intellectual emigrant Russian Jew named Vladimir Jabotinsky, 
accompanied by his followers, broke with the World Zionist Or- 

o 

ganization and formed the Zionist Revisionist Party. 

Jabotinsky demanded retaliation for the Arab attacks and 

the immediate creation of a Jewish state within the boundaries 

9 

of "historical Palestine." This schism in world Jewry will be 
developed in following chapters as the Revisionists evolved into 

7 

Ben-Gurion, p. 59. 

g 

Brank, p. 47. 

9 Ibid. 
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the Irgun Zvai Leumi, then split again and created the Stern 
Gang. Both organizations were active in Palestine during WWII 
and the immediate post-war period, disappearing in 1948, after 
the creation of the State of Israel. 

The espoused aims of Haganah were to prevent anti-Jewish 
attacks, provide adequate defense for the Jewish community, to 
cause the Arabs to forsake terrorism as a political tactic, 
and to put an "end to the Arab terrorists' arrogant self-confidence 
and sense of impunity. 

The Arab attacks during the revolt of 1936-1939 caused 
Haganah to reevaluate its tactics. The "stockade principle" of 
havlagah was not sufficient deterrence to the Arabs; therefore, 
the National Command decided to train and arm Haganah under the 
eyes of the mandatory authority and to conduct punitive opera- 
tions outside the "stockade." Small groups were to venture out 
of the settlements and retaliate for attacks by Arabs. The re- 
taliatory and punitive actions program was organized for this 
purpose. Called p'ulat meyuhadoth or simply "Pom," the first 
known action was in 1939. Farm workers in the settlement of 
Ramat Yohanan had been attacked by an Arab gang which then fled 
through the Arab village of Sa ' sa ' . Haganah intelligence learned 
the attackers had been fed and housed by the village chief or 

^Mardor, p. 4. 
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mukhtar. In its first act of retaliation, "Pom" blew up 
the mukhtar ' s house. ^ 

Concurrent with the 1936-39 Arab Revolt, Haganah Command 
tightened its control over its combatants and Special Night 
Squads were organized in corgunction with the British to retali- 
ate against the Arabs. The Jewish squads were equipped and 
trained by the British under Captain Charles Orde Wingate. Initi 
ally, 2800 Jews were enrolled as constables by the British to com 
bat the Arab insurgents. This number eventually rose to 5000 
at the peak of the violence. In 1936, Haganah strength was 
10,000, including reserves. 

Three separate organizations within Haganah appeared in the 
late 1930's: Mosad, Shai and Palmach. The Mosad was centered 

in Paris. Its primary concern was the immigration of Jews from 
Eastern Europe to Palestine via Mediterranean ports. The driv- 
ing impetus behind this flow of people was the rising fear of 
Hitler's Germany. As WWII became imminent, other factors were to 
come into play which were to increase Mosad 's activities. The 
White Paper of 1939, which restricted Jewish immigration and 
land purchases at the same time Hitler was persecuting the Jews, 
forced Mosad into complicated illegal immigration techniques 

and the name was altered to Mosad le Aliyah Beth — committee for 

12 

illegal immigration. 
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Shai was Haganah counter-intelligence. Although operating 
primarily against the British in Palestine, it also gathered 
intelligence on Arab opponents. By 1947, Shai had infiltrated 
every aspect of the Mandatory Administration with a force of 
over 2000 members. 13 

Palmach was the striking arm of Haganah. Comprised of 

about 3000 men, women and youths, the Palmach were regular, sa- 

14 

laried commandos. These left-wing Zionists were led by Moshe 
Sneh, who was succeeded in 1946 by Itzhak Sadeh. The Palmach 
led the British invasion in 1941 to flush the Vichy government 
out of Syria and Lebanon. Palmach also planned for the Jewish 
defense of Palestine in the event that Rommel's North Africa 
campaign was successful . ^ 

In addition to these three main arms of Haganah, there was 
Ta'as, the illegal arms industry. Scattered throughout Palestine 
in cottage-style industries, Ta'as built bombs, grenades, made 
ammunition, refurbished firearms and "acquired" arms from vari- 
our sources.^ 

The events of 1936-1939, the Peel Commission report and the 
White Paper of 1939 combined to cause an explosion in the Jewish 
community. The White Paper had served to reduce immigration 
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just when it was most needed to relieve European Jewry from the 
impact of Hitler's attacks against the Jews in Germany and 
Austria. The immediate Zionist reaction was an increase in 
clandestine immigration and an expansion of Haganah. The pri- 
mary mission of Haganah became the support of immigration, and 
Haganah' s targets became any force which prevented or worked 
against immigration.^ -7 Because the British were using police 
and military troops to prevent this unauthorized immigration, 
Haganah soon found it necessary to oppose force with force. As 

one author said, Haganah was forced by the White Paper "to rid 

18 

itself of all squeamishness about the use of arms." 

In March and April of 1939, three boats from Germany were 

sent down the Danube to the Black Sea. The Jews on these boats 

were sent by the Gestapo in order to relieve Germany of their 
19 

presence. They were prevented from entering Palestine by the 

British White Paper and were returned to Germany. The tremendous 

frustration of the Yishuv gave rise to continual attacks and 

demolitions against the British presence in Palestine. Police 

stations were attacked and law courts were blown up. In the 

summer, Haganah destroyed the pipeline between the Kirkuk and 

Mosul fields of the Iraqi Petroleum Company and the port cities 

20 

of Haifa and Tripoli. On August 8, 1938, Sinbad II , a 60-ton 
British coast guard vessel enforcing the blockade on Jewish 
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immigration was sunk by a bomb planted by a Haganah crew- 

member. At least one British sailor was killed. The five 

months of illegal immigration, which ended in June 1939, bought 

in 15,000 "illegals." Of these, 4500 were bought in by Haga- 

22 

nah, 3500 by private means and 7000 by the Revisionists. 

Throughout the Haganah violence, unnecessary loss of life 

was a prime concern. In his book, Haganah , Mardor heavily 

stresses the philosophy of avoiding casualties on both sides 

wherever possible. Discussing the attack on Sa ' sa ' 

"This was in accordance with the high command's 
decision that we should avoid doing bodily harm 
to any of the village people... We herded them into 
the building and warned them not to leave it... Our 
main reason was to prevent anyone from being injured 
by flying debris when we blew up the mukhtar ' s house." 

Anti-British activity on the part of Haganah ended when 
Britain became a participant in WWII. The Irgun Zvai Leumi 
split over the issue. David Raziel's and Menachem Begin' s 
faction followed the lead of Haganah until 1944 when the Bri- 
tish government rejected the Biltmore Program of Weizmann and 
Ben-Gurion. A second faction, led by Abraham Stern, split to 
form Lokhammei Herut Israel (Freedom Fighters for Israel or 
FFI) which has become better known as the Stern Gang. It was 

Stern's contention that the struggle against the British should 

24 

continue during the war. During the early phases of the war, 
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therefore, Haganah efforts were to prevent deportation of 
illegal immigrants and to aid those illegals who wanted to en- 
ter Palestine. As the war progressed, Aliyah Beth's activi- 
ties were forced by simple logistics problems to fall off 
sharply. 

Haganah did attack British installations during the war, 
but only when British operations interfered with the illegal 
immigration activity. Sabotage in refugee camps and bombing 

27 

of radar sites (used to locate refugee ships) were frequent. 

The World Zionist Organization and the Jewish Agency wanted to 
prevent, at all costs, a feeling in Great Britain that the Jews 
were fifth columnists stabbing Great Britain in the back while 
Britain was at war with the common enemy — Hitler. 

One anti-British incident during the war, the destruction 
of the refugee ship Patria , was clouded in controversy. In 
November 1940, 3500 illegal immigrants from Germany, Austria and 
Czechoslovakia arrived in Haifa Bay on three ships, the Atlantic , 
the Pacific and the Milos . The British authorities decided to 
deport 1900 of the immigrants aboard the Patria. Haganah felt 
that such a precedent was dangerous and could not be allowed to 
occur. On November 25, 1940, a mine blew a hole in the side of 
the Patria which burned and sank quickly. Two hundred and fifty 
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refugees were killed aboard the ship or were drowned when 
2 8 

it sank. The Jewish Agency immediately claimed it was a mass 

2 9 

suicide in protest of the deportation. In reality, it was a 

planned attempt to damage the Patria thereby preventing its 

scheduled sailing. A miscalculation on the part of the Haganah 

demolition man, Munya Mardor, caused decidedly more damage than 

was intended. Mardor feels that the prime cause of the tragedy 

was the poor condition of the Patria which resulted in the bomb 

3 0 

damaging the ship much more than was planned. The sinking 
of the Patria and its subsequent loss of life was to return to 
both Britain and the Jewish Agency in 1944 as motivation for the 
assassins of Lord Moyne. 

The Jewish Agency and Haganah knew that the Yishuv would 
soon have a tremendous need for arms. Palestine Jews were volun- 
teering to fight Hitler in the British Army. There was fear that 
this might induce Arab attacks on undefended Jewish settlements. 
If Germany were successful in the North African campaign, the 
Jewish Agency feared Britain would abandon Palestine for a de- 
fensive line in Iraq — at the same time abandoning Palestine Jews 
to the Germans. Finally, the Jews felt that if the allies won 
against Hitler, there would be undeniable Arab demands for an 
end to the mandate. 
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Sources of arms for the Yishuv were raids against the Bri- 

32 

tish Army camps, ordnance bases and police stations, illegal 
purchases from Arabs, including members of the Arab Legion 

(which continued until 'the Arab "invasion" of Palestine in 

33 34 

1947), and smuggling and clandestine production (Ta’as). 

Care was taken to acquire only those arms which would not lead to 
accusations of Jewish damage to the war effort. This consisted 
primarily of weapons in the small arms categories: rifles, pis- 

tols, light and heavy machine gun and submachine guns, plus quan- 

35 

tities of explosives and ammunition. The new name, Rekhesh, 

was given to the arms acquisition organization and a front organ- 

3 6 

ization, the "Flower Growers’ Association," was created. 

The White Paper of 1939 was evidence to a great number of 

Jews that violence on the part of the Arabs was a successful 

ploy against Great Britain. The riots and strikes of 1936-1939 

had resulted in a Mandatory policy which met Arab demands. On 

May 11, 1942, Chairman of the Executive of the Jewish Agency, 

David Ben-Gurion, signaled a change in Zionist policy. The Bilt- 

more Program, as it was known, condemned Great Britain and the 

1939 White Paper for a "breach and repudiation of the Balfour 
37 

Declaration." The Program called for a Jewish Army under a 
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Jewish flag to fight Hitler. It demanded that the Jewish Agency 

be put in control of immigration and development in Palestine with 

3 8 

the specific purpose of establishing a Jewish Commonwealth. 

The Biltmore Program marked a drastic change in the policy of the 
World Zionist Organization by calling for a Jewish State rather 
than the Jewish home mentioned in the Balfour Declaration. The 
Biltmore Program closely reflected the statements of Revisionist 
leader Jabotinsky in his deposition to the Peel Commission in 

"3 Q 

1937. It was Britain's refusal, in 1944, to accept the Bilt- 

more Program which caused the Irgun to renounce its wartime truce 
with the British and resume its attacks on the Mandatory govern- 
ment.^ 

By the end of the war, Haganah had increased its 10,000 
man force and began to step up activity against the 90,000 man 

41 . 

British Army. Jewish units with the British Army smuggled 

British and captured German arms from Egypt and the western 

desert into Palestine. The British "mustered-out " 300 trained 

Jewish officers who immediately joined Haganah or other Jewish 

43 

military groups. Soldiers from Jewish units in the British 
Army infiltrated refugee camps and searched the remote corners 
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of Europe for survivors of Naziism. These soldiers had en- 
listed with the mission of locating Jews and bringing them to 

Palestine. They contributed to the war effort, trained Haganah 

44 

troops, and were a source of supplies for Haganah. The end 
of WWII marked an end to Britain's war with Hitler. In Palestine, 
Britain's war had just begun. 

During the war, the out-of-power Labour Party in Britain 
had been vocal in its support for Zionism. The elections in 
July 1945 were, therefore, hailed as a victory for Zionism when 
the Labour Government under Clement Atlee gained control of 
Parliament. Upon assuming office, however, Labour officials 
found briefs from the Foreign Office, War Office, Palestine 
Government, Colonial Office and the Middle East Office which 
said in effect: 

"The Arabs in the Middle East were the key to the 
maintenance of Britain's position there; dire perils 
would follow if their goodwill was lost by accepting the 
Zionist outlook; nothing should be done that would fur- 
ther antagonize the Arabs. 

Unable to make a decision, the Labour Government fell back on 
the principles of the 1939 White Paper. 

Yishuv frustration exploded. The White Paper was bad 
enough in 1939, but after the war and the revelations of the 
Nazi horror, any attempt to keep Jews out of their "rightful 

44 
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homeland" was unthinkable to the Zionists. There was increased 

support for terrorist tactics in the conservative Jewish Agency 

45 

and the National Council (Vaad Leumi) . Even the previously 

4 6 

restrained Haganah became violent. David Ben-Gurion, Dr. 

Weizmann and other Jewish Agency Executive members began talks 

in London with Prime Minister Atlee and Foreign Secretary Ernest 

Bevin aimed at changing British policy on Jewish immigration. 

In Palestine, Haganah began attacking British internment camps 

where illegal Jewish immigrants awaited deportation. On October 

10, 1945, the Palmach liberated 208 interned illegals from Athlit 

detention camp. One British soldier was killed during the attack. 

An half-day strike was called in Palestine to protest the Labour 

Government's action, and there were demonstrations in Tel Aviv, 

Haifa and Jerusalem. On the 11th, the military camp at Rehovath 

was raided and 200 rifles, 50 submachineguns and 200 bayonets 

48 

were stolen by the Rekesh. 

In a series of telegrams between Palestine and London, the 

Jewish leadership decided that a "single serious incident" be 

created to raise the morale of the Yishuv and signal Jewish re- 

4 9 

solve in Palestine. In a telegram dated September 23, 1945, 
Moshe Sneh of the Jewish Agency in Palestine proposed to Ben- 
Gurion in London that 

45 
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"It has also been suggested that we cause one serious 
incident. We would then publish a declaration to the 
effect that it is only a warning and an indication of 
much more serious incidents that would threaten the 
safety of all British interests in the country, should 
the Government decide against us... The Stern Group ,-q 

has expressed their willingness to join us completely." 

On October 12, Moshe Shertok, Jewish Agency Executive mem- 
ber and head of the Political Department wired Ben-Gurion's 
assent to the plan to Bernard Joseph in Jerusalem. ^ On Octo- 
ber 31, Kol Israel (Voice of Israel) proclaimed the existence 
of the Jewish Resistance movement. Haganah, Irgun and Stern 
Gang agreed to cooperate against the British in order to force 
the British to give up the League of Nations (now United Nations) 
Mandate . 

On the night of 31 October-1 November, the Palmach blew up 

the Palestine railway system in 153 places, destroyed 3 police 

launches in Haifa and Jaffa; the Irgun attacked the Lydda train 

station and rail yards, killing a British soldier; and the Stern 

53 

Gang attempted to blow up the Haifa refinery. 

The "single serious incident" provoked the British govern- 

54 

ment into forming another committee of inquiry. By now this 
tactic had become a familiar British method of dealing with 
unrest in Palestine. This time, though, the British elected 
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not to "go it alone" and brought the United States into the 
problem. Thus was formed the Anglo-American Committee of Inquiry. 
As the committee was convening, violence by the Resistance Move- 
ment was stepped up. On November 25, the police coast guard 
stations at Sidna Ali and Gavat Olga were blown up. 8 ^ On Christ- 
mas night, the Haganah brought 22 0 refugees ashore on Naharya 

beach north of Acre. Two drowned in the landing when one of 

5 6 

the launches capsized. On December 27, there were seven bomb- 
ings in Jerusalem and Tel Aviv. Police CID headquarters were 
the targets; three British constables and nine Jewish terrorists 
were killed. 87 

On January 13, 1946, 70 Jews derailed a train outside Haifa 

58 

and stole the railway payroll of B35,000. Two days later, a 

warehouse watchman was chloroformed and ten tons of nitrate of 

59 

soda was stolen in Tel Aviv. On the 20th, Assistant Superin- 
tendent of Police Elson and a Royal Army captain were killed in 
a raid on the Palestine Broadcast Studios. There were numerous 
incidents in the Old City on the same day. Also on the 20th, 
the Coast Guard station at Givat Olga was attacked and 18 police 
and soldiers were injured. ^ 
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On January 28, British High Commissioner for Palestine, Sir 
Allen Cunningham, imposed the death penalty "on any persons con- 
victed of being a member of a terrorist gang — any group of per- 
sons, any of whom have committed offenses contrary to the new 

defense regulations." Life imprisonment was decreed for unlawful 

6 1 

wearing of a military uniform. (It is significant that all the 

Jewish combat organizations made almost constant use of disguises 

such as military and police uniforms, and Arab clothing to carry 

out their surprise attacks against the British. Rekesh used 

disguises to great length when "procuring" weapons from army 

depots. On January 28, 200 machineguns were stolen in a raid on 

an RAF camp at Aqir. The raiders were disguised as RAF soldiers 

6 2 

and were driving stolen RAF trucks.) 

The Jewish Resistance Movement was a product of many fac- 

t 

tors already discussed: refusal by Great Britain to recognize 

z 

the Biltmore Program, strict British adherence to the 1939 White 

) 

Paper, and the intense and still growing feeling in the Yishuv 

that a Jewish state was necessary if the Jewish nation was to 
63 

survive. As a consequence of these factors, the High Com- 
missioner's warnings and promulgations had very little effect. 

Jewish raids continued and increased in their ferocity and 
effectiveness. On February 20, the radar station at Mt. Carmel 

6 1 
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64 

was blown up by Haganah. On the 26th the three major Jewish 

defense organizations attacked the RAF airfields at Qastina, Petah 

Tiqva and Lydda. Seventeen "Halifax" bombers were destroyed 

at Qastina, seven "Spitfires" were destroyed at Petah Tiqva, 

and two "An so ns" were destroyed at Lydda. A resistance radio 

broadcast said the RAF was attacked because it was detecting 

illegal immigrants on the high seas and was responsible for 

transporting "illegals" into exile in Eritrea. ^ 

Throughout April, 1946, attacks continued against the 

British. Railway bridges were blown up, police stations attacked 

and army camps were raided. On April 25, 1946, the Stern Gang 

attacked an army car park (motor pool) in Tel Aviv-Jaffa, killing 

6 6 

seven British soldiers in their sleep. Anti-Zionist feeling in 

67 

Parliament rose to a crescendo as MPs denounced the murders. 

On the 26th, off-duty British troops ran amok through the outskirts 

of Tel Aviv. They broke up twelve houses and beat a number of the 

68 

Jewish inhabitants. On the 28th, Major General Cassels, com- 
mander of the Lydda district, imposed a dusk-to-dawn curfew on 
Tel Aviv. In a letter addressed to the acting Mayor of Tel 
Aviv, Mr. E. Perelson, the growing anti-Jewish feelings of the 
British surfaced: 
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"I have received your message of regret but have 
sent for you today to say how horrified and disgusted 
I am at the outrage committed by Jews on the night of 
April 25... As a result I have decided to impose cer- 
tain restrictions on the Jewish community as a whole to 
maintain public security and because I hold the com- 
munity to blame.” 

On the last day of April, the Anglo-American Committee of 
Inquiry released its report and its recommendations. One hun- 
dred thousand immigrants were to be allowed entrance to Pales- 

7 0 

tine immediately. This number became the rallying cry for 

the Zionists. Kol Israel on the 3rd of May said the Jewish 

Resistance Movement "would keep the peace if 100,000 Jews, as 

recommended by the Anglo-American Committee of Inquiry, were 

permitted to enter Palestine . 

Foreign Secretary Bevin rejected the report. By the end 

of April, Great Britain had come to regard the Jewish Agency 

not as the administrator of the Palestine mandate, but as the 

7 2 

High Command of the Jewish rebellion. Haganah continued to 
boast of its attacks on the British presence as it had done 
throughout all of 1946. Ben-Gurion continued to deny the exis- 
tence of Haganah and to deny any Jewish Agency relations with 
the group. 

In June, 1946, the attacks against the British continued 
unceasingly. More trains were derailed and destroyed. On the 

6 9 
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16th and 17th of June the Resistance Movement destroyed almost 

7 3 

all the rail bridges in Palestine, including the major links 

7 4 

at Azzeb, Metullah, Wadi Gaza and the Allenby Bridge. The 

terror narrowed its focus on the 13th when the Irgun kidnapped 

7 5 

five officers from the British Officers' Club in Tel Aviv. 

On the 22nd a plot was discovered to kidnap General Officer 

7 6 

Commanding Palestine and Transjordan, Sir Evelyn Barker. 

Twenty-two aircraft were destroyed in a single attack on a 

77 

single airfield in late June. 

The British had taken all they could. British forces 

entered the offices of the Jewish Agency on June 30 and arrested 

all of the leading members of the Agency and interned them in 

7 8 

Latrun detention camp. Jon Kimche, British historian says 

there was "no real attempt to get at the terrorists" and the 

attack on Jewish Agency headquarters was "an all out attempt 

by Great Britain to destroy the moderate leadership of the Jewish 

7 9 

Agency and humble Palestine Jewry." 

Its effect was worse than that. The attack almost destroyed 
the activities of the Haganah and Palmach. Over 4000 Haganah, 
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Palmach and Jewish Agency members were arrested. (Katz' 

figures, London Times , 1 July 1946, claims only 2000 members 

were detained for questioning.) The Jewish Agency surrendered. 

Except for two operations in August, 1946, and one in July, 1947, 

the Haganah took no further part in the armed struggle against 

8 0 

the British in Palestine. 

The struggle did continue, however. Haganah and the Jewish 

Agency concentrated on building a framework for the new state-. 

They directed their activities toward immigration and acquisition 

of arms for the coming war with the Arabs. Immigration became 

the main cause of Haganah, and the Anglo-American Commission's 

magic 100,000 figure was hurled again and again at the British 

government. In the United States, President Harry S. Truman 

seized on 'the 100,000" and virtually ignored the rest of the 

Commission's report. In August, the remainder of the Jewish 

Agency Executive met in Paris and called off the armed struggle 

81 

against Britain. Ben-Gurion would now try diplomacy and com- 

8 2 

promise to win the state of Israel from Great Britain. In 
October, many of the Jewish Agency leaders were freed by the 
British in return for their aid in combatting the Irgun and 
Stern Gang. 88 
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With but few exceptions, the Haganah took on the role of 
military arm of the Jewish Agency and abandoned terrorist at- 
tacks. Haganah became the core of the Israeli Defense Force. 

The State of Israel was proclaimed on May 14, 1948; on May 31, 

84 

Haganah, 35,000 strong, officially became the IDF. 

It is beyond the scope of this paper to discuss the military 
events of the 1948 War and the Arab-Israeli actions immediately 
preceding the declaration of the state, except as those actions 
take on the character of terrorist operations rather than tra- 
ditional military operations. Thus, major Jewish operations such 
as Haganah 's efforts to secure the road to Jerusalem; the Irgun's 
conquest of the Manshieh Quarter of Jaffa' and the combined cam- 
paign effort to liberate the Old City of Jerusalem fall into the 
military realm. 

Haganah did not, however, cease its military operations 

with the partition of Palestine. After the United Nations vote 

on November 29, 1947, Arab violence against the Jews was stepped 
8 5 

up. Haganah began covertly guarding Jewish public transport 
against Arab attacks. The British, still present in Palestine 
and responsible for preventing Arab attacks, wanted no quarrel 
with the Arabs, they simply wanted to withdraw peacefully. Bri- 
tish Army escorts for Jewish buses frequently sped away from 

84 
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8 6 

their charges and left them vulnerable. Thus, the illegal 
Haganah guards. 

On December 7, Arabs went on strike to protest the parti- 
tion of Palestine. There was rioting in the Jewish sectors, 

Arabs mobs attacked Jewish shops, looting and burning as they 
went. Haganah complained that the British were not attempting 

to maintain order and were preventing the Haganah from doing 
87 

SO • 

Two weeks after the partition vote, volunteers of the Arab 
League states entered Palestine. The British did little or 

8 8 

nothing to prevent armed Arab units from entering Palestine. 

The need for arms for the Yishuv became even more obvious as an 

Arab-Israeli War became a foregone conclusion. Although some 

Haganah leaders, such as Moshe Snen, felt the main struggle was 

a political battle directed against the British for their failure 

to execute the terms of the mandate, Ben-Gurion's faction, more 

fearful of the Arab-Israeli confrontation, won out and the search 

8 9 

for weapons to arm the Yishuv intensified. Ben-Gurion replaced 
Sneh with Sadeh as the Haganah commander. 

As early as May 1945, Ben-Gurion had gone to the United 
States seeking arms. With the help of American Jewry, he re- 
turned? not only with arms, but with an entire surplus weapons 
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9 0 

manufacturing plant. By April 1947, Haganah had 10,073 rifles, 

1900 submachineguns , 186 Bren guns, 444 machineguns, 672 two-inch 

mortars, 96 three-inch mortars, no heavy artillery, no armor, no 

91 

transport, no air force and no navy. The United Nations had 
also imposed an arms embargo on Palestine which the British were 
enforcing aginst the Jews while British arms were being shipped 
freely to the constituted governments in Syria, Jordan, Iraq and Egypt 
In early 1948, Italy was the sole source of arms for the Jews. 
In January, 50 tons of arms were shipped from Italian ports. In 



February, 165 tons were shipped and in March, 300 tons 
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In the 



summer, Czech arms flowed through the American sector in Germany 

93 

to Belgium then to Israel. As the communists took power in 

eastern Europe, arms became more available. The Russians backed 

partition and the communist regimes needed the negotiable cur- 

94 

rency the weapons would bring. Agents were sent to the United 

States, Europe and the Soviet Union. In March 1948, the USSR 

pressured Yugoslavia to allow Czech arms to be transshipped 

9 5 

through Yugoslavia labeled as Italian potatoes. 

The Arabs were also buying Czech arms in March of 1948. 

Major Fuad Mardam Bey of Syria had acquired 6000 rifles, 8 mil- 
lion rounds of 7.62 mm ammunition, explosives and handgrenades in 
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Czechoslovakia. He hired the Italian vessel Lino to transfer 



the arms to Beirut. Enroute, the Lino developed engine trouble 
and put into the Italian port at Malfetta for repairs. In com- 
pliance with the United Nations embargo on arras shipments, the 

96 

Italians seized the ship. Haganah sunk the Lino in the har- 
bor. The Italians then salvaged most of the arms and gave the 
Syrian permission to leave the country with the weapons. With 
the help of one Ada Sereni, Major Mardam Bey located a replacement 
ship — the Argiro ♦ In August 1948, twenty miles off the Italian 
coast, the Argiro was stopped and boarded by Egyptians with 
orders to transfer the arms from the Argiro to their Egyptian 
fishing boat. The Egyptians were Haganah; two of the Argiro ' s 

crew were Italian sympathizers with Haganah and Ada Sereni was 
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the chief Israeli agent in Italy. The arms were transferred 

98 

to Israeli corvettes and the Argiro was sunk on the high seas. 

Rekesh spread through Europe "acquiring" arms in the post- 
war confusion, storing them in French and Italian warehouses 

9 9 

and shipping them to Israel disguised as machinery. From one 
warehouse alone (near Milan), Rekesh shipped 1000 rifles, 200 
Bren guns, 500 German rifles, 400 submachineguns , 500 revolvers 
and 1-1/2 million rounds of .3 03 and 9mm ammunition.^ 00 By 

Q £ 

Ibid, chapter 22. 

97 

Kurzman, Dan, Genesis 1948: The First Arab-Israeli War , 

p. 549, The World Publishing Co., Cleveland , 1970. 

98 

Mardor, chapter 22. 

Q Q 

Ibid, p. 226. 

100 



Ibid. 



independence day, Israel had purchased 24 airplanes, 59 vessels, 

40 tanks, 144 half-tracks, 416 artillery pieces, 24 mortars, 

158 heavy machine guns, 1417 medium machineguns, 6034 light 
machineguns, 52,391 rifles, 523 submachineguns and 1755 pistols.'*'^'*" 
The Air Transport Service was organized to speed the ship- 
ment of arms from Europe to Israel. C-54s, C-46s, transport 
aircraft, and three B-17 heavy bombers of WWII staged out of 
Corsica, Yugoslavia and Czechoslovakia carrying supplies to 

Israel. In July 1948, the three B-17s, flying from Yugoslavia 
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bombed Cairo, Gaza and A1 Arish enroute to Israel. While all 

this was going on outside the boundaries of Palestine, inside 
Palestine the Kaganah had the Arabs to fight. Terror followed 
terror as a bomb exploded in a truck next to Arab National Com- 
mittee Headquarters in Jerusalem on January 5, 1948. Nine Arabs 
were killed and 71 were wounded. On the same day, the Semi- 
ramis Hotel in Jerusalem was blown up. Twenty persons were killed 

including the Spanish Consul, Don Manuel de Salazar Travesedo, 
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Viscount de Tapia. Haganah, in claiming responsibility for the 

attacks, said the Semiramis was headquarters for the Nejada 
movement and hadn't accepted guests in some time.^^ These at- 
tacks were said to be in retaliation for continual Arab law- 
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lessness in the Old City, riots, lootings and arson. 
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As the British pull out continued, Haganah and Jewish 
Agency undertook more and more of the responsibilities of a 
national government. The combat with the Arabs had shifted 
from small terrorist responses to larger-scale military 
operations. As independence neared, the Jewish leadership 
under Ben-Gurion began to consolidate its control over the 
Jewish forces and the government became concerned with demon- 
strating its validity as the new government of Israel. 
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CHAPTER III — IRGUN ZVAI LEUMI 



The creation of the Revisionist Party has been mentioned 
earlier, as have some of the Irgun's actions against the British. 
Vladimir Jabotinsky, along with Joseph Trumpeldor, were respon- 
sible for convincing the British government to create a Jewish 
Legion in WWI . Of the four Jewish battalions created, two were 
organized by Jabotinsky and Trumpeldor and two were organized by 
Ben-Gurion and Yitshak Ben Zvi." 1 " After the war, Jabotinsky was 
jailed by the British for organizing Jewish defense of the Old 
City during the Arab riots of 1920. He was released only after 

considerable pressure was brought against the Palestine Govern- 

2 

ment by the Yishuv. 

Jabotinsky was elected to the Zionist Executive in 1921, 
but found the British White Paper of 1922 at odds with his dreams 
of a Jewish state. The 1922 White Paper split off a portion of 
Palestine and created the new state of Transjordan.^ Jabotinsky 
believed that any deviation from the concept of a Jewish state 
within "historic Palestine," including Transjordan, was a betrayal 

4 

of the Zionist cause. The friction between Jabotinsky and the 
World Zionist Organization which accepted the White Paper caused 
Jabotinsky 's resignation from the Executive in 1923. He formed 
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a new political group, the World Union of Zionist Revisionists 
and created a youth group, Betar (short for Brith Trumpeldor) , 
named in memory of Joseph Trumpeldor who was "martyred" defend- 
ing Tel-Hai settlement in the 1920 riots. 

In 1935, because of the refusal of the Zionist Organization 
to adopt as one of its goals the creation of a Jewish state, 
Jabotinsky and his Revisionists seceded from the World Zionist 
Organization and formed the New Zionist Organization . Through- 
out the disturbances of the 1930s, the Revisionists called for a 
more militant posture against the British than that taken by 
Haganah. The two aims of the Revisionists were to retaliate 
against Arab terrorism and to induce Great Britain to open Pa- 
lestine for increased Jewish immigration from Eastern Europe 

g 

and Hitler's Germany. Jabotinsky was also at odds with Chaim 
Weizmann of the WZO over immigration. Weizmann felt immigration 
should be a deliberate process, measured and planned; Jabotinsky 
saw massive immigration as the key to turn Palestine into a 
Jewish state. ^ Jabotinsky wrote (based on his early life in 
Imperial Russia) : 

"The worst of all horrors known is galuth , dispersion. 

The blackest of all characteristics of galuth is the tra- 
dition of the cheapness of Jewish blood: had am hamutar , 

the permitted blood, the spilling of which is not prohibited 
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